Harold Weisberg 
7627 Old Receiver Road 
Frederick, MD 21702 


24 April 1998 


Dear Harold: 

I just got your 4/20/98 letter which was postmarked 21 April 1998, this evening. The mail 
is very strange lately. Having just finished the edits on the Hersh-it manuscript, I will be printing 
it out in the morning. To answer your 4/17 note first, yes, I do my typing at night, generally after 
9:00 pm. which could account for many of my mistakes in typing. While I generally do a spell- 
check on the document before printing it out, I didn’t do it the last time I had the manuscript. In 
doing tonight’s work I made note of the following areas which you might re-examine in the 
manuscript: ' 
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On page 32, you have the direction yo delete the_y on remarkably. It made no 
sense until I made into “remarkable.” OK? 

On page 49, you have (correct) after Attwood, do you want to keep it? 

On page 72, you do the same thing after Halpem. 

On page 76, about 3.75" down I had Hirsch which I changed to Hersh. 

OK? 

On page 105, the words after after was replaced with a single after , OK? 

On page 155, rapprochement is this word’s proper spelling. I have made 
the correction unilaterally. 

On page 206, the first line of the first double spaced paragraph the words 
not his was added. Should a period have been added after his? 

On page 256, you have assistance Jf. Is that what you intended? 

On page 297, 1 interpreted that yJu wanted a period at the end of the line 
(already there) and that the next line below be moved up to join it. Yes? 

On page 339, about 8" down, did you want “Gimme a break” italicized? 

On page 366, the top line had “getting and rid.” You requested I add 
another “getting” after “and” I suggest dropping the “.and getting” to make 
it read: “. . .of all reporters to get rid of Angleton ...” I have left this 
edited as you requested. 

Regarding page numbers of the bibliography, I have deleted the “p.”s. I 
hope to find the missing “p ”s at some point in the future and be able to 
post them to you. For me “the hunt” is more fun than the capture. Talley 
ho! 

With regard to the McKnight note: I sent him an Internet note of a few 
lines with an attached WordPerfect file to test his Internet access. I have 
not received an acknowledgment that he received it via his Internet 
provider. I have also enclosed the Internet note to the publishing agent 
that I made reference to earlier. (I recall you now have a prospective agent 
so this is merely enclosed for your records. 

You will note that I have interlaced your edit pages with the retyped 


manuscript pages and have paper clipped each “edit” page to its matching 
retyped page. This should help you in your review of the manuscript’s 
review and keep you from losing pages on the floor. 

15. When you are finished with the manuscript, would you like the manuscript 
printed two-sided and “bound” along with your diskette copies? 

Back to your 4/20/98 letter. Please don’t worry about overloading me since there is quite 
a bit of down time between your manuscripts, I have taken to passing the time by retyping your 
first book Whitewash since the copy I bought from you was of such poor photocopy quality. My 
thought was to return a clean typed copy to you for your distribution to those who wished a copy 
that was more legible. Let me know and I’ll send it. 

Regarding Twyman, I pulled a few pages ofFTwyman’s publisher’s home page (enclosed). 
I would like to post your comments on the Internet back to the publisher if you have any interest 
in doing so. That is if it doesn’t impact your current works in progress. 

Is Professor Wrone still writing on the JFK assassination? Can his readers expect a 
supplement to his bibliographic work on the JFK assassination or anything else? 

You have mentioned the utility of an outline twice or more in your recent letters. My 
mention of an outline was not to inflict the exercise of an outline upon you but merely a 
suggestion to consider. Please don’t take my suggestions for more than any free advice is worth 
(not much). My notes to you, as you might have noticed, tend to be written in a “stream of a 
conscious of consciousness” mode. I generally have a general inclination is to “brainstorm” ideas, 
to challenge ideas and events to see how “stable” they are, and to generally question authority. 
Please don’t take it personal since it is not directed toward you. I have learned that much of what 
I read tends to be subject to “spin” so I am constantly looking for the “truth” which preceded its 
angular momentum. 

This past week and next week, I have had an auditing team inspecting of the Department 
of Energy Idaho Operations Office’s emergency management program for which I am responsible 
since last November. So far they have only found nits and gnats which has made me feel pretty 
good. I am courting them as allies rather than adversaries because I can use their report to help 
me make my emergency management program a stronger, more efficient and cost effective 
program. It is what my customers (the workers and the taxpayers) deserve and expect. 
Perceptions of emergency management by my managers is that because they are equipped with a 
fair command of the English language they have the necessary background to administer the 
emergency management program and operations during an emergency. Experience has born out 
that ego and the English language are far from the only requisites needed to manage an 
emergency. The two valued attributes of a successful emergency manager are more paradoxical: 
the ability to act with insufficient knowledge and the ability to not act when you have sufficient 
knowledge. These two attributes have saved more lives than logic might infer. Some people 
under go paralysis by analysis in some situations while others go John Wayne transformation and 
kill more responders attempting to mount a rescue than were people at risk. 

The perception of emergency management by my managers parallels how I believe many 
readers and writers of JFK assassination books, like Twyman, perceive the assassination. They 
tend to focus on a single logic stream and assume that the logic stream is a simple system. 
However, as I have come to believe, both emergency operations and the Kennedy assassination 
and its investigations are a complex web of logic systems operating separately and interactively. 


There is no single grand unifying theory that will permit a single logic stream to characterize all 
the actions of the participants of the scenario. 

I’ll close here to get some sleep. I expect you will receive this by next Friday, 3 1 April 
1998, if you’re lucky. 

Clay qJL 

P.S. I noted you deleted the Fact v Fiction in the Table of Contents, do you have your notes 

readily available as to permit the construction of such a table? If they are easy to get your 
hands on them I can construct the table for you. If not, just let me know. 

P.P.S. Enclosed are some mailing labels for your convenience. Some are misaligned, so used the 
ones you I removed them. ' 


